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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
08/699,844 



Applicant(s) 



David R. Dettmer 



Examiner 

Jacques M. Saint-Surin 



Group Art Unit 
2742 




CS Responsive to communication(s) filed on Mar 23, 1998 • 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayie, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3 month(s) r or thirty days, whichever 
is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the 
application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 




Disposition of Claims 

H Claim(s) U 2, 4, 7-9, and 20-23 



is/are pending in the application. 



Of the above, claim(s) 
Kl Claim(s) 20-23 



m Claim(s) /, 2, 4, and 7-9 

□ C!aim(s) 

□ Claims ____ 



is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is approved ["disapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) . 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
"Certified copies not received; 



□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 



Attachment(s) 

□ Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper Note). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 



— SEE OFFICE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES — 



U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326 (Rev. 9-95) 
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Art Unit: 2742 



Response to Amendment 



1 . This Office action is responsive to the amendment of 3/23/98. 



Specification 



2. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis 
for the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). 
Correction of the following is required: "A near full duplex portable handset 
speakerphone". 



3. Claims 1-2, 4 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites in lines 1 and 13, the limitation " a near full duplex portable 
handset speakerphone" is not understood because the examiner cannot establish the 
differences between a full duplex portable handset and the claimed near full duplex 
portable handset. Clarification and correction are required. 

Claims 2 and 7 are rejected for the reasons set forth for claim 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
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Art Unit: 2742 

Claims 4 and 8-9 are rejected as being dependent from a rejected base claim. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-2, 4 7-9 and 20-23 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 1-2, 4 and 7-9 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 set forth in this Office action. 

6. Claims 20-23 are allowable over the prior art of record in view of applicant's 
argument. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Jacques M. Saint-Surin whose telephone number 
is (703) 305-4760. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays through 
Thursdays from 8:30 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. 



Conclusion 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Krista M. Zele, can be reached on (703) 305-4701. The fax 
phone number for this Group is (703) 308-5403. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-3900. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 308-9051, (for formal communications intended for entry) 

Or: 

(703) 305-3900 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 
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Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 




